THEORETICAL GEOLOGY.                 281

writer taxes with ignorance and presumption all
who, with only a little book-learning, question
the accuracy of his geological theory. But then
we might ask, why did he write a book endeavor-
ing to reconcile scriptural cosmogony with spec-
ulative geology, if it were not to impart book-
learning, by which people might be qualified for
a competent judgment in this matter? And if he,
like all others making the same attempt, fail, by
his own showing, why should fault be found
with those who discover it, for pointing it out,
to exhibit the folly of reconciling that which needs
no reconciliation, namely, the word and the works
of God ?

A true estimate of the labors of our Christian
geologists is thus made by an author in " Essays
and Reviews," pp. 237, 277, Boston Ed.

" If we refer to the plans of conciliation proposed, we find
them at variance with each other, and mutually destructive.
The conciliators are not agreed among themselves, and each
holds the views of the other to be untenable and unsafe. The
ground is perpetually being shifted, as the advance of geological
science may require. The plain meaning of the Hebrew record
is unscrupulously tampered with; and, in general, the pith of
the whole process lies in divesting the text of all meaning what-
ever. We are told that Scripture, not being designed to teach
us natural philosophy, it is in vain to attempt to make out a cos-
mogony from its statements. If the first chapter of Genesis
convey to us no information concerning the origin of the
world, its statements cannot, indeed, be contradicted by modern
discovery. But it is absurd to call this harmony. Statements
(as to this harmony being complete) we conceive little calculated
to be serviceable to the interests of theology, still less to religion
and morality."

" It would be difficult for controversialists to cede more com-
pletely the point in dispute, or to admit more explicitly that the